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By EDV7iHK> JITS’ EPSSSET 
Uhc talk-show circuit and which be- 

^■•jrxtwEKS or television talk V 7 tinie of the ^ it . a No , besl se Her around the 

shows are no douM ”{l newspapers and commentators time that Garrison started launching 

V/ whatever happened to Mark self, , ne P *" mm ftdat ; ng about bis own investigation in December. 

Lane. Mort Sahl and^ other ** sa f i s ‘* w *"*. Garrison the sort of promi- ^ 955 , Soon after, news of Garrison s 
nation specialists who P er ^ dicl * al *° ° era{;e be so eagerly sought. pro be became public and Lane w«il 

used to make revelations about the " en ‘ c ® ? - ^ thc bcs t tradition:^ New Orleans to consult the dislnct 

"secret evidence" that New Orlea s To b • - urna!isrn t o report the ottorne y and to compare notes. 

District Attorney Jun Garrison had, of objccti J* space to both shortly aftcr that, in a speech bc- 

evidence which supposedly revealed news and ^ lr ^ crs y t an d no doubt ^ the y Younj; MC n*s Business Club 
a politically inspired consp^acy be-.sidM i w crc personally Orleans. Lane declared that 

hind the assassination of President nianyrcportom. Garr ison's motives. * had "presented his case 

Kennedy. They may be wondering skepUcal about cam ^ ^ , nci dent by 

about Garrison himself. ™ ?%L£i Xtcmcnts (or mimeographed i^ c . |dcnt ,. and that it was an -iron* 

the Johnny Carson "Tonight Show" official often were) of a He went on t o say that 

CJan. 31. 1S6S). 7 here . 1 *"® ^S^disSct attorney, even ‘t J.“ trJson «k new who fired the shots 

rion. as a result of our in^t'gaUon. .duly a public forum for kiHed Pres - ldenl Kennedy^ "how 
/that an element of the Central Intelli it mean p^ were initiated." "that a 

v / gence Agency of our country kilted .a demag f or the pur- •. rce that j s a par t of the American 

X John Kennedy and that thepiKM But present state -^mciuia Is Involved." and be confi- 

Administration is concealing the - jjoses controversy is nn the basis of his 

facts," but whe 
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far» boob about *• K«*««dr »*w.wo*- 



e Agency 01 our counu, ~ - {or the pur- . ’ that fs a par t of the American 

Kennedy and that thepiKM But present state .JJnjduia is involved," and be canfi- 

inistration is concealing the ■ jposes ^Hfna tion controversy is dently predicted on the basis of his 
tot wh. a**.** «■> *«*». “f •“* C.rrison;s -tea* e* 

a number of critics of W ^ t dence“ that “the very foundations .of 
* JH^t as well as by publications ^ wIU be shaken when the 

. had taken what amounted to fac{s are Closed to * New Orleans 
l i.tnniirv aeainst the Warren miirtrnAn , n For the next two years 
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few, nnqueth The w*"*" • wnicn aga i ns t the Warren rlroom n For the next two years 

•nJ ito- E»ubU«Wnt of Tn»* an edito . ^J^Lyaluating the valid- continued to work Ultimately 

Xo^ploi.- whiri. d^h with tto G*»- ^ commission.^ to egluat^ - ^ ^ *Une ^ a ^ 

iwwttigg! w>n. — . " « Ity O? tnt _ . at.. MnamtisiOIL ... mntlnuftd BUdClUS 




» So various charges which have ift Garr ison as a freelance -mv»- 
wt «»n — ru 1 hpI • 0 . , asa inst the commission, .jeator" and continued making 
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triilo * •• iVamCftlvftS With MtMonMk** 



ST J worthwhile to consider the e*- .^yptic revelations on »-» 
tint to which those who made the ^ has^ on Ws access to the "Secret 

_ When that case finally came to charges **&»*■& f^co. 

1 defense of teciwmte. These inciuw. ~ -- — _ 

to, „to. **?2 SS'- '.ti 



trial this year, oarnson b arr>so» -- ---- — Ma rk Lane, the! H outspoken critic* of the 

duce any evidence to support the The eammpto by dint of his ;^^^ mrn StoTfonowed Land's 

pumerous conspiracy charge^ he ^ New York^er who by Included Harold Weis- 

'made over a two-year P*no<L CUy . one-man owade *" deservedly :”“‘ wb o after suing the Federal- HgB'2 

son's publicists, who had » -ease m pomt. »c thes i s that the Warren J , 

U ln the^wake of Gamso^fla^- ; ^ d ev« begun to ^ Ramparis^g»- ' *-‘X 

in-the-pan efforts, the press has tried. , dence. Lane publis h W.^ f «« •** Jones, the crusading 

r somewhat understandably -• defense brief -jh^issum- of the Midlothian CTex.) Mirror 

to forget the entire affair as quickly ^ Na uonal Guardian. Then, am ^ ed t m of booklets 

■ ' -week, for instance.- . ^ role of lawyer for Owaws and ai^thor o s ^ the most : * 
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-^•Acquitted: By a Jury to New Or- ev«-inaeasii« ^i^ctu^Slfs l^pS^hirSy^nnert^wito^the 
* . - j.. Tn^n f Kennedy. ,nrH and posing pus 




retired businessman, way ^ Warren Report W and author oi a*>c 

"Convicted: By a case that collapsed . lotion of the nded b is- a conjectural essay ongmal^ pub- 

at every seam. District Attorney Jim . September. ^ ^ ^ New Yo « ^ ^TtS 

Garrison. 47. of woW j defense ^J^^^noted oA.Books, which, suggested . : tb»t thP 
irresponsibility as a public official.^ judgment." which he pw .* 
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- _ 1 , . . _ >-• siting that ll»c district attorney at ^* *"'”/■> g~ 

assassin was not Oswald but / f scrvcd », 5s " day in court/* ad- \ M Q Wanen 

double* and iclcxision com » f . ftfittcdly a curious tack for liberals published in 10C4. it was 
Sahl. who nsed his telcv.sm^ni^.v ^ takin£ in dc f, „-. c of a prose- thought to have been the product o. 
to promote Mark Lane h cutor. Ramparts put Garrison’s por-; a long and exhaustive inves >g • ■ 

troversy S-SS) £’ ««» * hc COVCr ° f itS Januaf * ’ int ° lhC "Efff 

"establishment ( ^ • t<>G3 issue and in an accompanying the assassination. Assuming th - - 

the Joss ^*‘* S ft r^ a Ga"som editorial declared that "staff writer Warren Commission bad found and 

an "investigator or . . . William Turner’s nine-month investi- evaluated all the relevant wi er. . 

Like Lane, each of f erities toto lhc casc of Ncw Orleans that it had conducted a 

claimed to have access to D.A. Jim Garrison has convinced us . vestigation. there were y 

*“ £e «•* *~««l 1. ^..■’“TALSl *« 

and on this basis they . unusually, rotten in Washington, 

public that the Johnson ^ - f ; Turner has had full access to Garri- 

tion would face dire “ n ^ ucn “* " son » s files, and has logged 80.000 
Garrison were ever allowed to bring , dou ^ e - checking every factu- 

his evidence to court P ■ aJ asse rtion in Garrison’s aston- ocncc. **■ ~ a n ad hominem 

i i«r»tT*d i> » »»u • ishing reconstruction of President .conspiracy requv 

(hr FrJmi tioTfr»n»«ni wr w» Kenned/s murder, told for the first Airhfttirti Mark Lane and a * 

in this issue. It fulfills., mission. 

ir. m I.U r«-fu»»i ta ai»»*u tK»t a* »•* * . sadly, many of our most paranoid ; number of other , . . 

^ ^’L^inigMmares about the C.LA-. the Jion buffs stanch y »»™**®e* ** 
«iik Srw -Sark cur^r i* *«rk j fascists and the: latter position, the mass media re- 

- " "* - ISSSTkS: B feo raises «W feed » eurreney 

matcly serious questions about the ®nd Lane and his ... 

responsibility of this Government missed as troublemakers ^ wha *I 
andthe honesty of our current Presi- ever controversy *h crewas belonged 
dent” (Popkin had also cited in The mainly to the underground. 

: New York Review of Books rumors ?T\/7 . 

that President Johnson was somehow J'.ViL Y own master’s tteas on 
suspect because of defects in the Warren Commission, P ubU ^°, und " 



vestigation. mcie * - 

logically possible positions: (1) The . 
report was correct and Oswald was 
the lone assassin; or (2) be had been 
part of a conspiracy *" d *. e . CO "t‘ 
mission had knowingly fa J a£,cd * VI ' 
dcncc. In other words, to po»t _ a 



t«BC iifari* wv ^ . ... 

Garrison paid homage to the critics 
and their theories in most of his own 
appearances and sought to confirm 
the validity of their speculations by 
incorporating them into his ease. 
When Garrison was challenged to 
• reveal the grounds for his allegations, 
he would characteristically reply, as 



he would characteristically repy. as ^ "douhi^ the ritie "Inqucst." was partly re- - 

he did on th .* arTattomey! 'checked” evidence. never showed up sponsible for widening the scope of * 

^ S at the trial of Clay Shaw, makin* the: the - 



* uni wws — * - .. 

°n^ 'dccriptfe fe „htt remmed ■»»*■ 

fo coart »nd thee critics ot ■>* «•»“>•<* 



l jn court duu — , 

Warren Commission, who had claimed 

to have access to it. were left hold- 
ing the bag. 



That these magazines accepted 
Garrison’s claims on blind faith leads 
one to wonder whether the. Warren 
Report was not similarly rejected in 

* _ * .1 . ** .!J An k «irhA 



the controversy. After examining _ 
the internal workings of the commis- 
sion. I argued, basically, that the - 
assumption of an exhaustive investi- 
'gation was invalid. 1 found that the 
commission’s investigation had been 
severe'y limited both by bureaucratic 
pressures from within and by the 
time condition imposed from without 



G blind contempt for the President wno . om e ronoiuun '“'r UJlu “"*7 

ARRISON’S cause was also succeeded Kennedy, for reasons more and> at certain crucial points, was 
championed by far-out periodicals Dol!t ; ca ; ^an evidentiary. In any : Rule more than an. exercise in the , 
bke The Los Angeles Free Press and fay appBa ring virtually empty- clarification of superficial evidence. - 
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.-o ... case, by appearing virtually empty- 

ite citizens’ Councillor as handed at ^ tria i. Garrison exposed 
well as journals like The New York j,j u ff larger than Ws own; he left 
_ m Bootes snd Ramparts. inefmmpnt.il * 
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clarification of superficial evidence. - 
In Reconsidering the case, in terms 

.of the work actually, accomplished by 
the commission, a number of promi-j. 
nent reviewers— -including Harrison' 
E. Salisbury (who had written the 
; introduction to one edition of the - 



well as journals hm »»•* * — ----- # larger rnan — — • 

Review of Books and Ramparts. critics who were instrumental* 

: These publications had previously re- d!scred i l i ng the Warren Report 

: jected the conclusion of the Warren -j^^g in<e something less than the 

: Commission ostensibly because J»ey dis ; nteres ted factfinders they ^pre- introaucvon w «,« «»*-- « ~ 

‘ v ad found the commission s i nvesl '* tcnded to be. And in view of the r. Warren Report), Richard Goodwin. 

* ration defective (not for ’’political dJscred ; t he brought them, it is not /Alexander Bickel, Max Lemer and 
reasons, Le, because it had been t!cuUrly surprising that now some / Devhn-ogreed that the corn- 

issued under the auspices «* e disgruntled critics have even *d- . mission’s investigation may not have • 
Johnson Administration), yet these ■ n(xd ^ theory that Garrison^ bcen exhaustive, may indeed have 




i same 

rhLori^R to pass by its glaring mis- — critics a measure of gullibility ; y et> |f the insutticiency or me comr 
takes and Garrison’s own transparent at ^ , east> of outright dishonesty mission’s investigation lert ^n jhe 

taxes an . But not everyone who nossibility of unevaluated evidence, 

flimfiammery. M most Bik^^ lhe at lcast a possibility of a 

The New York Review, which, for registered re mcthods and ^nspiracy— and the mass media 

. Us first book-publishing venire. Warren^ ^ ^ ^ Garrison’s de- .could no longer deny the critics the 
' brought out Fopkin s theory To cons ide r the validity of .right to present their interpretation 

the "second Oswald in a S'P" doub ts still lingering in the minds of . of the assassination to the public, 

paperback edition and whose editor. J ^ commission who ’; The Today Show” arranged a dc- 

v Bobert Silvers, helped arrange a f ^openly and categorically disso- ; bate between Mark Lane and a com- 

) ontheassasrinationattheThcatc *| ated ^ themselves from Jim Garrison mission lawyer, the hoste of local 

Ideas in New York, ^ent Popkin to t as k what questions . u ik shows across the country began 

: New OrL»ns. where he was given. andh»« as ^ ss - ination of President \ to pr ovidc exposure for the cntics 
by prior arrangement, access ^io Kenncdy s tllt do remain unanswered. - a nd doubters, and the dcmonologists 

■ = prosecution’s key wrote it is worthwhile to . got busy .(ma_ny bad books. as well as 
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/ \ r xkcnrd by » subsequent 

on the si K n.“ “ ut h lh Ca‘Sson J M*« Wro b * 5*^ S n7he 

Vne^'' frames Into wluc - s . w j,i C h went much further th. 

rlfbW read stray bullets, v/h.lc m>ss wlncn^ Commission |n determm.^ 
fng /rom the Warren Report volu . ^ srnurnrr „f the si>'» ls - A«su«n* I. 
are not missinR from a copy ■ three distinct Wu« < 
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action to the reports {roin 



*" -..rhance of Information deal appearances, was _ re f acc d by 

* n . * 3 n „ n ted to civing relevant coincidences _P MMlW 
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a' split-second or a nciirolop.ic.il re- 
action — could account for the effect. 

If the President was indeed hit 
most simultaneously by two riflcn.-u 
firing from two different directions, 
as Thompson argues. one would ex- 
pect to find evidence of this in the 
X-rays and photographs taken at the 
President’s autopsy. This material, 
however, had not been examined by 
Ihe commission or its staff — it was 
turned over to the Kennedy family 
which, in turn, consigned it to the 
National Archives with the condition 
that it could not be open to examina- 
tion for five years (that is, until 
1971). 

This means that the key to the 
mystery of the head movement was 
• thus unavailable to Thompson wh»*n 
he wrote his book in 1967. Recently 
-when pressed for the autopsy mate- 5 
rial by Garrison (who claimed it was 
relevant to his easel, the Justice De- 
partment released an evaluation of 

it by two respected forensic path- 
ologists. Both doctors concluded that 
•the X-rays and photographs Indicated 
that the President’s bead was hit 
from only one direction— from be- 
hind. 

rra 

J. HERE are still a great number of 
inconsistencies, as Mrs. Meagher 
points out in her book, between the 
assertions in the Warren Report and ; 
the data In the accompanying 26 vol- 
uraes of testimony and evidence, and- 
tinresolved questions about Oswald’s, 
life and activities before the assassi- 
nation. (Many of. the questions left 
outstanding by the commission, how- • 
ever, were resolved subsequently by . 
Elmer Gertz in liis book. “Moment 
of Madness.” which dealt with Ruby’s ; 
activities, and by Professor Thomp- . 
»on in the appendix to his book.) 

Unfortunately, there is no formula • 
for adding up inconsistencies and ; 
arriving at the truth. For example ; 
if hundreds of errors and inconsist- . 
encies were found in the report of a 
commission formed *to determine 
whether the earth was round or flat, .. 
It might mean that the commission ; 
was hasty or sloppy in performing j 
its task or. if all the errors went in i 
one direction, tendentious, but- It { 
would not in itself prove that the • 
earth is flat. Nor, given the anw 
tingent nature of reality. can it l* 



assumed that what was probable «— 

f cd. And that questions about • 
lTrt ;''-issassin.ition remain docs not 5 \ 
necessarily mean that answers can- 
be found for them. 

When it was shown that the War- 
ren Commission had conducted a less 
than exhaustive investigation, a great 
many people assumed that a newj 
investigation, not predisposed to the j 
single-assassin theory, would uncover j 
new evidence. Garrison, however,^—.—-., 
assisted initially by Life magazine rj; 
and later by iqany critics of the” 

• Warren Report, searched for two 
years without finding any relevant 
new evidence of a conspiracy. At 
present there are no leads outstand- 
ing. nor is there any substantial evi- 
dence that 1 know of that indicates 
there was more than one rifleman 
firing. 

It is. of course, possible that new 
evidence may yet develop to chal- 
lenge the single-assassin theory. The 
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icfi^c me j>»i »£»<;-«• *»*••**»'•• -- — i.v : 

lesson that Garrison has made abun-V*- 



lesson mat uarruvil a . 

dantly dear is that the credibility of^ . V;-.^ 
evidence cannot be divorced from thei’S.rr . -— 



credibility of the investigator who^.;>^-o; y ;^ % 
presents »L Since there seems to yj -..:.- 

‘ little prospect of a new investigationrV-J^^-. . 



in the near future, and many of the 
critics have been discredited as in- 
vestigators by the New Orleans epi- 
sode, it appears likely that Garrison 
may be. the final chapter in the 
AwBwift 3t ',o n :j- n P tfQVMsy ‘- B-- — • 







MCRT SAHL, comedian, encour- 
- used ihe controversy on television . 
• . • blamed ihe Establishment when - 
bis TV show was dropped ... be- 
came a Garrison "iiwediorfor* 
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